Search for the decay Ds+ &#8594;&#947;e+&#957;e by Ablikim, M. et al.
Search for the decay D +s → γe+ νe
M. Ablikim,1 M. N. Achasov,10,d S. Ahmed,15 M. Albrecht,4 M. Alekseev,55a,55c A. Amoroso,55a,55c F. F. An,1 Q. An,52,42
Y. Bai,41 O. Bakina,27 R. Baldini Ferroli,23a Y. Ban,35 K. Begzsuren,25 J. V. Bennett,5 N. Berger,26 M. Bertani,23a
D. Bettoni,24a F. Bianchi,55a,55c E. Boger,27,b I. Boyko,27 R. A. Briere,5 H. Cai,57 X. Cai,1,42 A. Calcaterra,23a G. F. Cao,1,46
N. Cao,1,46 S. A. Cetin,45b J. Chai,55c J. F. Chang,1,42 W. L. Chang,1,46 G. Chelkov,27,b,c G. Chen,1 H. S. Chen,1,46 J. C. Chen,1
M. L. Chen,1,42 S. J. Chen,33 Y. B. Chen,1,42 W. Cheng,55c G. Cibinetto,24a F. Cossio,55c X. F. Cui,34 H. L. Dai,1,42
J. P. Dai,37,h X. C. Dai,1,46 A. Dbeyssi,15 D. Dedovich,27 Z. Y. Deng,1 A. Denig,26 I. Denysenko,27 M. Destefanis,55a,55c
F. De Mori,55a,55c Y. Ding,31 C. Dong,34 J. Dong,1,42 L. Y. Dong,1,46 M. Y. Dong,1,42,46 Z. L. Dou,33 S. X. Du,60 J. Z. Fan,44
J. Fang,1,42 S. S. Fang,1,46 Y. Fang,1 R. Farinelli,24a,24b L. Fava,55b,55c F. Feldbauer,4 G. Felici,23a C. Q. Feng,52,42 M. Fritsch,4
C. D. Fu,1 Y. Fu,1 Q. Gao,1 X. L. Gao,52,42 Y. Gao,44 Y. Gao,53 Y. G. Gao,6 Z. Gao,52,42 B. Garillon,26 I. Garzia,24a
E. M. Gersabeck,61 A. Gilman,49 K. Goetzen,11 L. Gong,34 W. X. Gong,1,42 W. Gradl,26 M. Greco,55a,55c L. M. Gu,33
M. H. Gu,1,42 Y. T. Gu,13 A. Q. Guo,1 L. B. Guo,32 R. P. Guo,1,46 Y. P. Guo,26 A. Guskov,27 S. Han,57 X. Q. Hao,16
F. A. Harris,47 K. L. He,1,46 F. H. Heinsius,4 T. Held,4 Y. K. Heng,1,42,46 Y. R. Hou,46 Z. L. Hou,1 H. M. Hu,1,46 J. F. Hu,37,h
T. Hu,1,42,46 Y. Hu,1 G. S. Huang,52,42 J. S. Huang,16 X. T. Huang,36 X. Z. Huang,33 Z. L. Huang,31 T. Hussain,54
N. Hüsken,50 W. Ikegami Andersson,56 W. Imoehl,22 M. Irshad,52,42 Q. Ji,1 Q. P. Ji,16 X. B. Ji,1,46 X. L. Ji,1,42 H. L. Jiang,36
X. S. Jiang,1,42,46 X. Y. Jiang,34 J. B. Jiao,36 Z. Jiao,18 D. P. Jin,1,42,46 S. Jin,33 Y. Jin,48 T. Johansson,56
N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki,29 X. S. Kang,34 R. Kappert,29 M. Kavatsyuk,29 B. C. Ke,1 I. K. Keshk,4 T. Khan,52,42
A. Khoukaz,50 P. Kiese,26 R. Kiuchi,1 R. Kliemt,11 L. Koch,28 O. B. Kolcu,45b,f B. Kopf,4 M. Kuemmel,4 M. Kuessner,4
A. Kupsc,56 M. Kurth,1 M. G. Kurth,1,46 W. Kühn,28 J. S. Lange,28 P. Larin,15 L. Lavezzi,55c S. Leiber,4 H. Leithoff,26
T. Lenz,26 C. Li,56 Cheng Li,52,42 D. M. Li,60 F. Li,1,42 F. Y. Li,35 G. Li,1 H. B. Li,1,46 H. J. Li,1,46 J. C. Li,1 J. W. Li,40
Kang Li,14 Ke Li,1 L. K. Li,1 Lei Li,3 P. L. Li,52,42 P. R. Li,30 Q. Y. Li,36 W. D. Li,1,46 W. G. Li,1 X. L. Li,36 X. N. Li,1,42
X. Q. Li,34 X. H. Li,52,42 Z. B. Li,43 H. Liang,1,46 H. Liang,52,42 Y. F. Liang,39 Y. T. Liang,28 G. R. Liao,12 L. Z. Liao,1,46
J. Libby,21 C. X. Lin,43 D. X. Lin,15 Y. J. Lin,13 B. Liu,37,h B. J. Liu,1 C. X. Liu,1 D. Liu,52,42 D. Y. Liu,37,h F. H. Liu,38
F. Liu,1 F. Liu,6 H. B. Liu,13 H. M. Liu,1,46 H. H. Liu,1 H. H. Liu,17 J. B. Liu,52,42 J. Y. Liu,1,46 K. Y. Liu,31 Ke Liu,6 Q. Liu,46
S. B. Liu,52,42 T. Liu,1,46 X. Liu,30 X. Y. Liu,1,46 Y. B. Liu,34 Z. A. Liu,1,42,46 Z. Q. Liu,26 Y. F. Long,35 X. C. Lou,1,42,46
H. J. Lu,18 J. D. Lu,1,46 J. G. Lu,1,42 Y. Lu,1 Y. P. Lu,1,42 C. L. Luo,32 M. X. Luo,59 P. W. Luo,43 T. Luo,9,j X. L. Luo,1,42
S. Lusso,55c X. R. Lyu,46 F. C. Ma,31 H. L. Ma,1 L. L. Ma,36 M.M. Ma,1,46 Q. M. Ma,1 X. N. Ma,34 X. X. Ma,1,46
X. Y. Ma,1,42 Y. M. Ma,36 F. E. Maas,15 M. Maggiora,55a,55c S. Maldaner,26 Q. A. Malik,54 A. Mangoni,23b Y. J. Mao,35
Z. P. Mao,1 S. Marcello,55a,55c Z. X. Meng,48 J. G. Messchendorp,29 G. Mezzadri,24a J. Min,1,42 T. J. Min,33 R. E. Mitchell,22
X. H. Mo,1,42,46 Y. J. Mo,6 C. Morales Morales,15 N. Yu. Muchnoi,10,d H. Muramatsu,49 A. Mustafa,4 S. Nakhoul,11,g
Y. Nefedov,27 F. Nerling,11,g I. B. Nikolaev,10,d Z. Ning,1,42 S. Nisar,8,k S. L. Niu,1,42 S. L. Olsen,46 Q. Ouyang,1,42,46
S. Pacetti,23b Y. Pan,52,42 M. Papenbrock,56 P. Patteri,23a M. Pelizaeus,4 J. Pellegrino,55a,55c H. P. Peng,52,42 K. Peters,11,g
J. Pettersson,56 J. L. Ping,32 R. G. Ping,1,46 A. Pitka,4 R. Poling,49 V. Prasad,52,42 M. Qi,33 T. Y. Qi,2 S. Qian,1,42 C. F. Qiao,46
N. Qin,57 X. P. Qin,13 X. S. Qin,4 Z. H. Qin,1,42 J. F. Qiu,1 S. Q. Qu,34 K. H. Rashid,54,i C. F. Redmer,26 M. Richter,4
M. Ripka,26 A. Rivetti,55c M. Rolo,55c G. Rong,1,46 C. Rosner,15 M. Rump,50 A. Sarantsev,27,e M. Savrie´,24b
K. Schoenning,56 W. Shan,19 X. Y. Shan,52,42 M. Shao,52,42 C. P. Shen,2 P. X. Shen,34 X. Y. Shen,1,46 H. Y. Sheng,1 X. Shi,1,42
X. D. Shi,52,42 J. J. Song,36 Q. Q. Song,52,42 X. Y. Song,1 S. Sosio,55a,55c C. Sowa,4 S. Spataro,55a,55c F. F. Sui,36 G. X. Sun,1
J. F. Sun,16 L. Sun,57 S. S. Sun,1,46 X. H. Sun,1 Y. J. Sun,52,42 Y. K. Sun,52,42 Y. Z. Sun,1 Z. J. Sun,1,42 Z. T. Sun,1
Y. T. Tan,52,42 C. J. Tang,39 G. Y. Tang,1 X. Tang,1 V. Thoren,56 B. Tsednee,25 I. Uman,45d B. Wang,1 B. L. Wang,46
C.W. Wang,33 D. Y. Wang,35 H. H. Wang,36 K. Wang,1,42 L. L. Wang,1 L. S. Wang,1 M. Wang,36 M. Wang,1,46 P. Wang,1
P. L. Wang,1 R. M. Wang,58 W. P. Wang,52,42 X. Wang,35 X. F. Wang,1 Y. Wang,52,42 Y. F. Wang,1,42,46 Z. Wang,1,42
Z. G. Wang,1,42 Z. Y. Wang,1 Z. Y. Wang,1,46 T. Weber,4 D. H. Wei,12 P. Weidenkaff,26 H.W. Wen,32 S. P. Wen,1
U. Wiedner,4 M. Wolke,56 L. H. Wu,1 L. J. Wu,1,46 Z. Wu,1,42 L. Xia,52,42 Y. Xia,20 S. Y. Xiao,1 Y. J. Xiao,1,46 Z. J. Xiao,32
Y. G. Xie,1,42 Y. H. Xie,6 T. Y. Xing,1,46 X. A. Xiong,1,46 Q. L. Xiu,1,42 G. F. Xu,1 L. Xu,1 Q. J. Xu,14 W. Xu,1,46 X. P. Xu,40
F. Yan,53 L. Yan,55a,55c W. B. Yan,52,42 W. C. Yan,2 Y. H. Yan,20 H. J. Yang,37,h H. X. Yang,1 L. Yang,57 R. X. Yang,52,42
S. L. Yang,1,46 Y. H. Yang,33 Y. X. Yang,12 Yifan Yang,1,46 Z. Q. Yang,20 M. Ye,1,42 M. H. Ye,7 J. H. Yin,1 Z. Y. You,43
B. X. Yu,1,42,46 C. X. Yu,34 J. S. Yu,20 C. Z. Yuan,1,46 X. Q. Yuan,35 Y. Yuan,1 A. Yuncu,45b,a A. A. Zafar,54 Y. Zeng,20
B. X. Zhang,1 B. Y. Zhang,1,42 C. C. Zhang,1 D. H. Zhang,1 H. H. Zhang,43 H. Y. Zhang,1,42 J. Zhang,1,46 J. L. Zhang,58
J. Q. Zhang,4 J. W. Zhang,1,42,46 J. Y. Zhang,1 J. Z. Zhang,1,46 K. Zhang,1,46 L. Zhang,44 S. F. Zhang,33 T. J. Zhang,37,h
X. Y. Zhang,36 Y. Zhang,52,42 Y. H. Zhang,1,42 Y. T. Zhang,52,42 Y. Zhang,1 Y. Zhang,1 Y. Zhang,46 Z. H. Zhang,6
Z. P. Zhang,52 Z. Y. Zhang,57 G. Zhao,1 J. W. Zhao,1,42 J. Y. Zhao,1,46 J. Z. Zhao,1,42 Lei Zhao,52,42 Ling Zhao,1 M. G. Zhao,34
Q. Zhao,1 S. J. Zhao,60 T. C. Zhao,1 Y. B. Zhao,1,42 Z. G. Zhao,52,42 A. Zhemchugov,27,b B. Zheng,53 J. P. Zheng,1,42
PHYSICAL REVIEW D 99, 072002 (2019)
2470-0010=2019=99(7)=072002(10) 072002-1 Published by the American Physical Society
Y. Zheng,35 Y. H. Zheng,46 B. Zhong,32 L. Zhou,1,42 L. P. Zhou,1,46 Q. Zhou,1,46 X. Zhou,57 X. K. Zhou,46 X. R. Zhou,52,42
X. Y. Zhou,20 X. Zhou,20 A. N. Zhu,1,46 J. Zhu,34 J. Zhu,43 K. Zhu,1 K. J. Zhu,1,42,46 S. H. Zhu,51 W. J. Zhu,34 X. L. Zhu,44
Y. C. Zhu,52,42 Y. S. Zhu,1,46 Z. A. Zhu,1,46 J. Zhuang,1,42 B. S. Zou,1 and J. H. Zou1
(BESIII Collaboration)
1Institute of High Energy Physics, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
2Beihang University, Beijing 100191, People’s Republic of China
3Beijing Institute of Petrochemical Technology, Beijing 102617, People’s Republic of China
4Bochum Ruhr-University, D-44780 Bochum, Germany
5Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213, USA
6Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, People’s Republic of China
7China Center of Advanced Science and Technology, Beijing 100190, People’s Republic of China
8COMSATS University Islamabad, Lahore Campus,
Defence Road, Off Raiwind Road, 54000 Lahore, Pakistan
9Fudan University, Shanghai 200443, People’s Republic of China
10G. I. Budker Institute of Nuclear Physics SB RAS (BINP), Novosibirsk 630090, Russia
11GSI Helmholtzcentre for Heavy Ion Research GmbH, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany
12Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, People’s Republic of China
13Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, People’s Republic of China
14Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 310036, People’s Republic of China
15Helmholtz Institute Mainz, Johann-Joachim-Becher-Weg 45, D-55099 Mainz, Germany
16Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, People’s Republic of China
17Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang 471003, People’s Republic of China
18Huangshan College, Huangshan 245000, People’s Republic of China
19Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, People’s Republic of China
20Hunan University, Changsha 410082, People’s Republic of China
21Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Chennai 600036, India
22Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana 47405, USA
23aINFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, I-00044, Frascati, Italy
23bINFN and University of Perugia, I-06100, Perugia, Italy
24aINFN Sezione di Ferrara, I-44122, Ferrara, Italy
24bUniversity of Ferrara, I-44122, Ferrara, Italy
25Institute of Physics and Technology, Peace Ave. 54B, Ulaanbaatar 13330, Mongolia
26Johannes Gutenberg University of Mainz, Johann-Joachim-Becher-Weg 45, D-55099 Mainz, Germany
27Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, 141980 Dubna, Moscow region, Russia
28Justus-Liebig-Universitaet Giessen, II. Physikalisches Institut,
Heinrich-Buff-Ring 16, D-35392 Giessen, Germany
29KVI-CART, University of Groningen, NL-9747 AA Groningen, Netherlands
30Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, People’s Republic of China
31Liaoning University, Shenyang 110036, People’s Republic of China
32Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, People’s Republic of China
33Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, People’s Republic of China
34Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, People’s Republic of China
35Peking University, Beijing 100871, People’s Republic of China
36Shandong University, Jinan 250100, People’s Republic of China
37Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, People’s Republic of China
38Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, People’s Republic of China
39Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, People’s Republic of China
40Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, People’s Republic of China
41Southeast University, Nanjing 211100, People’s Republic of China
42State Key Laboratory of Particle Detection and Electronics,
Beijing 100049, Hefei 230026, People’s Republic of China
43Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510275, People’s Republic of China
44Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, People’s Republic of China
45aAnkara University, 06100 Tandogan, Ankara, Turkey
45bIstanbul Bilgi University, 34060 Eyup, Istanbul, Turkey
45cUludag University, 16059 Bursa, Turkey
45dNear East University, Nicosia, North Cyprus, Mersin 10, Turkey
M. ABLIKIM et al. PHYS. REV. D 99, 072002 (2019)
072002-2
 46University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
47University of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822, USA
48University of Jinan, Jinan 250022, People’s Republic of China
49University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455, USA
50University of Muenster, Wilhelm-Klemm-Straße 9, 48149 Muenster, Germany
51University of Science and Technology Liaoning, Anshan 114051, People’s Republic of China
52University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, People’s Republic of China
53University of South China, Hengyang 421001, People’s Republic of China
54University of the Punjab, Lahore-54590, Pakistan
55aUniversity of Turin, I-10125, Turin, Italy
55bUniversity of Eastern Piedmont, I-15121, Alessandria, Italy
55cINFN, I-10125, Turin, Italy
56Uppsala University, Box 516, SE-75120 Uppsala, Sweden
57Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, People’s Republic of China
58Xinyang Normal University, Xinyang 464000, People’s Republic of China
59Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, People’s Republic of China
60Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, People’s Republic of China
61School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manchester, Manchester, United Kingdom
(Received 11 February 2019; published 9 April 2019)
A search for the rare radiative leptonic decayDþs → γeþνe is performed for the first time using electron-
positron collision data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.19 fb−1, collected with the BESIII
detector at a center-of-mass energy of 4.178 GeV. No evidence for the Dþs → γeþνe decay is seen, and an
upper limit of BðDþs → γeþνeÞ < 1.3 × 10−4 is set on the partial branching fraction at a 90% confidence
level for radiative photon energies Eγ > 0.01 GeV.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.072002
I. INTRODUCTION
In the Standard Model, the purely leptonic decays of
heavy pseudoscalar mesons, P → eþνe, are helicity sup-
pressed by a factor m2e. The helicity suppression in these
processes can be overcome by the emission of a radiative
photon as shown in Fig. 1. As a result, the decay rate of the
purely leptonic radiative decay P → γeþνe may be 103–105
times [1] larger than that of P → eþνe. For example, the
branching fractions (BFs) ofDþðsÞ → γe
þνe are theoretically
predicted to range from 10−5 to 10−3 [2–8]. An exper-
imental search for these decays can shed light on the
dynamics of the underlying processes and can provide
input of decay rates to theoretical calculations.
Previously, the BESIII experiment has searched for the
radiative leptonic decay Dþ → γeþνe using a data sample
collected at a center-of-mass energy
ffiffi
s
p ¼ 3.773 GeV. No
significant signal is observed, and an upper limit on the
partial decay BF for radiative photon energies Eγ >
0.01 GeV is set to B < 3.0 × 10−5 at the 90% confidence
level (C.L.) [9], approaching the range of theoretical
predictions, ð1.9–2.8Þ × 10−5 [5,6]. The decay Dþ →
γeþνe is Cabibbo suppressed, while the decay Dþs →
γeþνe is Cabibbo favored. The full BF of Dþs → γeþνe
is predicted to be of the order 10−5–10−4 in the light front
quark model [2] and in the nonrelativistic constituent quark
model [4]. The theoretical study in Ref. [5] indicates that
the long-distance contribution described by the vector
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meson dominance model, as shown in Fig. 2, may further
enhance this decay BF up to order 10−4. Moreover, the BF
is predicted to be of order 10−3 within the perturbative
quantum chromodynamics method combining heavy quark
effective theory [3]. With a BF sensitivity of 10−4–10−5,
this decay may be detectable at BESIII.
In this paper, we report on the first search for the
radiative leptonic decay Dþs → γeþνe, using a data sample
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.19 fb−1
of eþe− collisions collected at
ffiffi
s
p ¼ 4.178 GeV with the
BESIII detector in 2016. To reduce the risk of bias, the
analysis procedure of the nominal analysis has been
developed as a blind analysis, based on an inclusive
Monte Carlo (MC)-simulated data sample with equivalent
luminosity the same as data. The inclusion of the charge
conjugate process is implied throughout the paper unless
explicitly specified otherwise.
II. BESIII DETECTOR AND DATA SET
The BESIII detector is a magnetic spectrometer [10]
located at the Beijing Electron Positron Collider (BEPCII)
[11]. The cylindrical core of the BESIII detector consists of
a helium-based multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic
scintillator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI (Tl)
electromagnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all enclosed
in a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T
magnetic field. The solenoid is supported by an octagonal
flux-return yoke with resistive plate counter muon identifier
modules interleaved with steel. The acceptance of charged
particles and photons is 93% over a 4π solid angle. The
charged particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV=c is 0.5%,
and the specific energy loss (dE=dx) resolution is 6% for
the electrons from Bhabha scattering. The EMC measures
photon energies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in
the barrel (end cap) region. The time resolution of the TOF
barrel part is 68 ps. The end cap TOF system was upgraded
in 2015 with multigap resistive plate chamber technology,
providing a time resolution of 60 ps [12,13].
MC-simulated events are generated with the GEANT4-
based [14] software package BOOST [15] that describes the
detector geometry and material, implements the detector
response, simulates digitization, and incorporates time-
dependent beam backgrounds. An inclusive simulation
sample, which includes open charm processes; the initial-
state radiation (ISR) production of ψð3770Þ, ψð3686Þ
and J=ψ , qq¯ðq ¼ u; d; sÞ continuum processes; along
with Bhabha scattering, μþμ−, τþτ−, and γγ processes, is
produced at
ffiffi
s
p ¼ 4.178 GeV. The open charm processes
are simulated using CONEXC [16]. The effects of ISR and
final-state radiation (FSR) [17] are taken into account.
Decays of unstable particles are simulated by EVTGEN [18]
using branching fractions from the Particle Data Group
[19], and the remaining unknown decay modes of ψ are
generated using the modified LUND model [20]. The signal
candidates are simulated using the method employed in
Ref. [9], where the two parameters, the decay constant [19],
and the quark mixing matrix element [19] are adjusted
according to the decay channel. The minimum energy of
the radiative photon of the Dþs → γeþνe decay is set at
0.01 GeV to avoid the infrared divergence for soft photons.
III. DATA ANALYSIS
At
ffiffi
s
p ¼ 4.178 GeV, the Ds mesons are mostly pro-
duced in the process eþe− → Dþs D−s . This allows us to
perform the analysis using a modified double-tag (DT)
technique [21]. First, the D−s decay is fully reconstructed,
leading to the single-tag (ST) mesons. The ST candidates
that contain the signal decay Dþs → γeþνe, which are
called the DT events, are selected and investigated in the
presence of one additional isolated photon or π0 meson
originating from the Ds decay. The BF of Dþs → γeþνe is
determined by
BðDþs → γeþνeÞ ¼
Nsignal
NtotSTϵγsoftðπ0softÞSL
; ð1Þ
where NtotST and Nsignal are the ST and DT yields in data,
respectively. ϵγsoftðπ0softÞSL is the reconstruction efficiency for
“γsoftðπ0softÞDþs , Dþs → γeþνe” determined by
P
i
NiST
NtotST
ϵiDT
ϵiST
,
where γsoftðπ0softÞ denotes the soft γ or π0 from the D−s ,
γeþνe decays come from either the bachelor Dþs or Dþs ,
ϵiST and ϵ
i
DT are the efficiencies of selecting the ST and DT
FIG. 1. Tree-level Feynman diagrams contributing to
Dþs → γeþνe.
FIG. 2. Long-distance contribution to the radiative leptonic
decays proceeds via a semileptonic intermediate state, eþνeV,
where V can be a ρ, ω, or ϕ meson, and V turns into an on-shell
photon V → γ [5].
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candidates, and i denotes the ith tag mode as described
below.
The ST candidates are reconstructed through the decay
modes D−s → KþK−π−, KþK−π−π0, K0SK
−, ηγγπ−,
ηπ0πþπ−π
−, πþπ−π−, K0SK
þπ−π−, K0SK
−πþπ−, η0ηγγπþπ−π
−,
η0
γρ0
π−, K0SK
0
Sπ
−, K0SK
−π0, K−πþπ−, and ηγγρ−, where the
subscripts of ηð0Þ represent the decay modes used to
reconstruct ηð0Þ. All charged tracks must have a polar angle
(θ) within j cos θj < 0.93. The reconstructed tracks are
required to point back to the interaction point (IP) region
with jVrj < 1 cm and jVzj < 10 cm, where jVrj and jVzj
are the distances of closest approach to the IP in the
transverse plane and along the positron beam direction,
respectively. Charged kaons and pions are identified by
using the combined information from dE=dx and TOF. The
charged tracks are assigned as pion (kaon) candidates if
LπðKÞ > LKðπÞ, where LπðKÞ is the C.L. for the pion (kaon)
hypothesis. Below 1.2 GeV=c, the particle identification
(PID) efficiencies of charged kaons (pions) range from
89% (85%) to 99%, while the rates of misidentifying kaons
(pions) as pions (kaons) range from 1% to 12% (15%).
The K0S candidates are formed from pairs of oppositely
charged tracks satisfying jVzj < 20 cm. The two charged
tracks are taken as πþπ− without identification require-
ments and are constrained to have a common vertex. The
invariant mass of the πþπ− pair is required to be within
ð0.487; 0.511Þ GeV=c2. The decay length of the K0S can-
didate is required to be larger than twice the vertex
resolution away from the IP.
Photon candidates are reconstructed from clusters of
energy deposited in the EMC, with the energy measured in
nearby TOF counters included to improve reconstruction
efficiency and energy resolution. The energies of photon
candidates must be larger than 0.025 (0.05) GeV for the
barrel (end cap) region. These requirements are safe for
the minimum energy requirement Eγ > 0.01 GeV on the
radiative photon. The cluster timing [22] is required to be
between 0 and 700 ns to suppress electronic noise and
energy depositions unrelated to the event of interest.
Pairs of photon candidates are combined to form π0 →
γγ and η → γγ candidates, and a kinematic fit constraining
the γγ invariant mass to the corresponding nominal mass is
performed to improve the four-momentum resolution. The
π0 and η candidates are selected with their unconstrained γγ
masses within (0.115, 0.150) and ð0.50; 0.57Þ GeV=c2,
respectively. We reconstruct η → πþπ−π0 candidates by
requiring Mπ0πþπ− ∈ ð0.53; 0.57Þ GeV=c2.
We select η0 candidates in two final states: ηγγπþπ− and
γπþπ−. The invariant mass of the reconstructed η0 candidate
is required to satisfy Mηγγπþπ− ∈ ð0.946; 0.970Þ GeV=c2
or Mγρ0 ∈ ð0.940; 0.976Þ GeV=c2.
To remove the soft pions coming from D decay, the
momentum of the pion coming directly from the ST D−s
decay must be larger than 0.1 GeV=c. For the πþπ−π− and
K−πþπ− final states, the contributions of D−s → K0Sπ
− and
K0SK
− are rejected if Mπþπ− lies within 0.03 GeV=c2 of
the nominal K0S mass [19].
The ST D−s mesons are identified by the modified mass
Mmod ≡
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
E2beam − jp⃗D−s j2
q
ð2Þ
and the D−s recoil mass
Mrec ≡
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2Ebeam −
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
jp⃗D−s j2 þM2D−s
q 
2
− jp⃗D−s j2
r
;
where p⃗D−s is the three-momentum of the ST candidate
in the rest frame of the eþe− system, MD−s is the nominal
D−s meson mass [19], and Ebeam is the beam energy. The
non-Dþs D−s events are suppressed by requiring Mmod ∈
ð2.010; 2.073Þ GeV=c2. In each event, only the candidate
with the Mrec closest to the Dþs nominal mass [19] is
chosen. The invariant mass (Mtag) spectra of the accepted
ST candidates for the 14 tag modes are shown in Fig. 3. The
ST yield is determined via unbinned maximum-likelihood
fits to each spectrum. Signals and the D− → K0Sπ
− peaking
background with a tiny fraction (dashed black line in Fig. 3)
in the D−s → K0SK
− mode are described by MC-simulated
shapes using the kernel density estimation method [23]. To
take into account the resolution difference between data
and simulation, the MC-simulated shapes are convolved
with a Gaussian function for each tag mode, where the
parameters of the Gaussian function are left free in the fit.
The nonpeaking background is modeled by a second- or
third-order Chebychev polynomial function, and the reli-
ability of the fitted nonpeaking background has been
verified using the inclusive MC sample. Candidates in
the signal regions, denoted by the boundaries in each
subfigure of Fig. 3, are kept for further analysis. The Mtag
signal regions, the STyields in data, and the ST efficiencies
are summarized in Table I. The total ST yield is NtotST ¼
395412 1931, where the uncertainty is statistical.
The Dþs → γeþνe candidates are selected from the
remaining charged tracks and showers in the side recoiling
against the ST D−s meson and the isolated photon or π0
meson with the same criteria as used in the ST candidate
selection. It is required that there be only one good charged
track, with charge opposite to the ST D−s meson. The
positron is identified using the C.L. computed by combin-
ing PID information from dE=dx, TOF, and EMC. Under
the assumption that the charged track in the signal decay is
a positron, a pion, or a kaon, three C.L.s are calculated: L0e,
L0π , and L0K . The charged track is identified as a positron if
L0e > 0.001 and L0e=ðL0e þ L0π þ L0KÞ > 0.8. To reduce the
rate of misidentifying a pion as a positron, the ratio Ee=pe
is required to be greater than 0.8, where Ee and pe are
the deposited energy of the positron in the EMC and the
momentum measured by the MDC, respectively. Below
1.2 GeV=c, the PID efficiencies of e are greater than
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98%, while the averaged rate of misidentifying K or π as
e is about 0.3%.
To improve the degraded momentum resolution of the
electron due to FSR and bremsstrahlung effects, the energies
of neighboring photons are added back to the positron
candidates. Specifically, the photons with energy greater than
0.03GeVandwithin a coneof 5° around the positrondirection
(but excluding the radiative photon candidate) are included.
To select the radiative leptonic decay candidate from the
process eþe− → Dþs D−s → Dþs D−s γsoftðπ0softÞ, we perform
kinematic fits imposing four-momentum conservation
under the four hypotheses of eþe− → Dþs γeþνeD
−
s D−s γsoft ,
Dþs γeþνeD
−
s D−s π0soft
, Dþs D−s γe− ν¯eγsoft , and D
þ
s D−s γe−ν¯eπ0soft ,
where the subscripts of DðÞs represent the particle combi-
nations of DðÞs . The ST D−s candidates are indirectly
produced from D−s in the first two hypotheses, but are
directly produced from eþe− annihilations in the latter two
hypotheses. The γsoftðπ0softÞ candidates from D− are found
in the first and third (second and fourth) hypotheses. The
Ds and Ds candidates are constrained to their individual
nominal masses [19]. In addition, the neutrino is treated
as a missing particle in the DT event. The hypothesis with
the smallest χ2kine is chosen. The χ
2
kine distribution of the
accepted candidates is shown in Fig. 4.
To suppress the background from Dþs hadronic decays
due to fake photons and charged tracks, the maximum
energy of the showers not used in the DT event selection
(Emaxγ extra) is required to be less than 0.2 GeV, and events with
additional charged tracks (Nextrachar ) are removed. To suppress
backgrounds from Dþs → τþντ and Dþs → ηeþνe, χ2kine is
required to be less than 70. The backgrounds from Dþs →
ηeþνe are further suppressed by rejecting the events if the
invariant mass of any γγ combination that has not been used
in ST selection satisfiesMγγ ∈ ð0.51; 0.56Þ GeV=c2. These
requirements keep 80% of the signal events, but remove
more than 70% of the background events.
Finally, the signal candidates are searched for in the data
distribution of the kinematic variable
Umiss ≡ Emiss − jp⃗missj; ð3Þ
where
Emiss ≡ 2Ebeam − Eγ − Ee − EST − Eγsoftðπ0softÞ ð4Þ
and
p⃗miss ≡ −ðp⃗γ þ p⃗e þ p⃗ST þ p⃗γsoftðπ0softÞÞ ð5Þ
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− mode
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− background contribution. The arrows indicate the definition of the D−s signal region.
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in the eþe− rest frame. Here, Ei and pi (i ¼ γsoftðπ0softÞ, eþ,
or ST) are the energy and momentum of γsoftðπ0softÞ,
positron, and ST. The distribution of Umiss of the surviving
DT candidates is shown in Fig. 5. The signal candidates of
Dþs → γeþνe should peak around zero in the Umiss dis-
tribution, as shown by the signal MC sample (black dashed
line). Figure 6 shows the Eγ distribution in the Umiss signal
region ð−0.06; 0.06Þ GeV, where the data points overlap
with the simulated distributions of the backgrounds coming
from the Dþs → ηeþνe and Dþs → τþντ decays. No excess
of signal candidates is observed in the signal region.
IV. RESULT
To measure the signal yield of theDþs → γeþνe decay, an
extended unbinned maximum-likelihood fit is performed to
the Umiss distribution. The result of the fit is shown as the
solid line in Fig. 5. The signal shape is determined from the
signal MC sample, and the numbers and shapes of the two
backgrounds from the decays Dþs → ηeþνe with η → γγ
and Dþs → τþντ with τþ → eþνeν¯τ are fixed by analyzing
the corresponding MC sample. For the other background
components, the shape is determined from the inclusive
MC-simulated sample. The DT efficiencies of the individ-
ual ST modes are listed in Table I. Since no significant
signal is observed, an upper limit on the BF of the
Dþs → γeþνe decay at the 90% C.L. is set by solving
the equation [19]
Z
BUL
0
LðBÞdB ¼ 90%: ð6Þ
TABLE I. Summary of the Mtag mass windows, ST yields of data (NST), ST (ϵST), and DT (ϵDT) efficiencies. All
uncertainties are statistical only.
Mode Mtag (GeV=c2) NST ϵST (%) ϵDT (%)
KþK−π− (1.952, 1.984) 134679 561 39.86 0.08 17.89 0.06
πþπ−π− (1.946, 1.990) 36258 776 51.73 0.43 23.16 0.85
K−πþπ− (1.950, 1.986) 15540 839 44.40 0.58 22.21 1.08
KþK−π−π0 (1.939, 1.991) 44108 966 12.28 0.09 5.43 0.19
K0SK
−πþπ− (1.952, 1.984) 7304 243 17.31 0.27 5.83 0.36
η0
γρ0
π− (1.935, 1.997) 24602 481 29.33 0.26 12.92 0.54
ηγγρ
− (1.912, 2.016) 36363 684 19.55 0.14 10.53 0.28
K0SK
− (1.948, 1.988) 32229 235 49.85 0.18 17.54 0.69
K0SK
−π0 (1.935, 1.998) 11644 361 18.50 0.28 8.91 0.34
K0SK
þπ−π− (1.953, 1.983) 13780 210 19.89 0.15 15.90 0.80
ηγγπ
− (1.924, 2.009) 19187 320 48.93 0.30 22.42 0.94
K0SK
0
Sπ
− (1.951, 1.985) 4883 133 20.89 0.26 11.32 0.52
ηπ0πþπ−π
− (1.935, 1.996) 5463 138 24.31 0.27 11.80 0.91
η0ηγγπþπ−π
− (1.941, 1.994) 9103 131 22.34 0.15 10.93 0.66
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candidates. The black points with error bars represent the data.
The solid red curve is from the simulated signal candidates
normalized with a partial BF BðDþs → γeþνeÞ ¼ 7.5 × 10−4.
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FIG. 5. Distribution of Umiss for the selected Dþs → γeþνe
candidates. The black points with error bars represent the data.
The solid blue line corresponds to the overall fit, the magenta
dashed-line histogram shows the background Dþs → τþντ, and
the cyan dashed-line histogram shows the background Dþs →
ηeþνe. The solid red curve is from the simulated signal candidates
normalized with a partial BF BðDþs → γeþνeÞ ¼ 7.5 × 10−4.
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A series of fits on theUmiss distribution is carried out, fixing
the BF at different values. The resulting likelihood dis-
tribution L is shown in Fig. 7. The upper limit on the BF at
the 90% C.L. is found to be 5.7 × 10−5.
The sources of systematic uncertainties that affect the
upper limit calculation are discussed below. With the DT
method, the systematic uncertainties related to the selection
of the ST candidates are found to be negligible. To estimate
the uncertainty in the ST yield and to avoid statistical
fluctuations, a total of 1000 fits to generated samples have
been performed by using alternative signal (double
Gaussian function) and background (Chebyshev polyno-
mial) shapes. The systematic uncertainties of 0.3% and
0.2% are obtained by taking the mean value of the
distribution of the relative normalized difference between
the pseudoexperiments and baseline fit results. The total
systematic uncertainty in the ST tag yield is taken as the
squared sum, and it is found to be 0.4%. To estimate the
systematic uncertainty due to not-well-known radiative
photon due to the Dþs → γeþνe form factors, an alternative
signal MC sample based on the single-pole model [6] has
been produced, the difference between the DT efficiency
obtained with this model and the one with our nominal
model at 0.025 GeV is 2.6%, and the relative difference of
fractions of the generated events in (0.01, 0.025) GeV
between the two models is 8%. Due to full correlation of
the two systematic errors, they are added linearly to obtain
the systematic uncertainty in the form factor model, 11%.
The systematic uncertainties attributed to the positron
tracking and PID efficiencies are studied with a control
sample of radiative Bhabha scattering events. The control
sample and the Dþs → γeþνe simulation sample have
different distributions in the momentum and angle of the
positron. To account for these differences, a correction
resulting from a two-dimensional reweighting in momen-
tum and angle is applied to the positron tracking efficiency
and to the positron PID efficiency. The total systematic
error caused by uncertainties in positron tracking and PID
is estimated to be 0.4%. The systematic uncertainty in the
photon selection is evaluated using a control sample of
J=ψ → πþπ−π0 decays [24]. It is determined to be 1.0%.
Systematic uncertainties of 1.1% and 0.9% due to the
Emaxγextra and Nextrachar selection criteria are estimated by
analyzing the DT hadronic Dþs D−s events. A syste-
matic uncertainty of 0.3% due to the FSR effect is
computed by repeating the fit of the correction for the
FSR effect, and taking the difference with respect to the
baseline fit. The effect due to imperfect simulation of
the χ2kine distribution is estimated by repeating the like-
lihood scan via the Umiss fit with alternative χ2kine require-
ments from 80 to 300 with a step of 5; the largest difference
of the BF upper limit to the baseline fit, 11%, is taken as a
systematic uncertainty.
To estimate the uncertainty of Umiss fitting related to the
background shape, the fraction of each of the main back-
ground components is varied within one standard deviation
of the corresponding BF [19]. The largest deviation with
respect to the baseline result is 10%. To avoid statistical
fluctuations, a study based on pseudoexperiments is per-
formed. A total of 1000 fits to generated samples is
performed by varying the background shape. A systematic
uncertainty of 10% is obtained by taking the mean value of
the distribution of the relative normalized difference
between the pseudoexperiments and the baseline fit results.
Differences between the ST modes in data and simulation
are expected to impact the final result due to the different
multiplicities. The associated systematic uncertainty is
assigned as 0.5% by studying the tracking/PID efficiencies
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FIG. 6. Energy spectrum of the radiative photon of selected
candidates in the rest frame of an eþe− system. The black points
with error bars represent the data. The solid red curve shows the
distribution of the simulated signal candidates normalized with a
partial BF BðDþs → γeþνeÞ ¼ 7.5 × 10−4. An additional require-
ment of jUmissj < 0.06 GeV has been imposed on the candidates
shown in this plot.
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FIG. 7. Distribution of the normalized likelihood scan for
Dþs → γeþνe candidates. The circles represent the maximum
likelihood value when BðDþs → γeþνeÞ is fixed at the corre-
sponding BF value. The black and red curves describe the
smoothed likelihood curves before and after the inclusion of
the systematic uncertainty. The black and red arrows show the
corresponding upper limits of BF.
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and the photon selection in different multiplicities resulting
in a difference between data and the MC sample.
Table II summarizes all the systematic uncertainties. The
impact of the systematic uncertainty on the upper limit of
the BF is taken into account by convolving the distribution
of the sensitivity (S)
LH0ðBÞ ¼
Z
1
0
LH

S
Sˆ
B

exp

−ðS − SˆÞ2
2δ2S

dS; ð7Þ
where LHðtÞ ¼ C expð−ðt−tˆÞ2
2σ2t
Þ, C is a normalization con-
stant, and tˆ and σt can be obtained when the likelihood
distribution is fitted by LHðtÞ. The value Sˆ is the nominal
efficiency, and δS is the systematic uncertainty on the BF
[25]. Finally, the upper limit on the BF of the Dþs → γeþνe
decay is set to be 1.3 × 10−4 at the 90% C.L.
V. SUMMARY
In summary, the first search for the radiative leptonic
decay Dþs → γeþνe is performed using eþe− collision data
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3.19 fb−1
collected at
ffiffi
s
p ¼ 4.178 GeV, by employing a DT
technique. No significant signal for the signal decay
Dþs → γeþνe is observed. With a 0.01 GeV cutoff on
the radiative photon energy, the upper limit on the BF
of the Dþs → γeþνe decay is set to be
BðDþs → γeþνeÞ < 1.3 × 10−4 at the 90% C.L. The result
is compatible with the theoretical predictions in
Refs. [2,4,7,8], but smaller than that in Ref. [5], which
stated that the BF could be significantly enhanced by long-
distance contribution.
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